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REMARKS 

For the amendments made above and the remarks made herein, applicant respectfully 
requests reconsideration of the reasons for rejecting the claims. 

Claims 1-22 are pending and stand rejected. Claims 1 , 4, 9, 1 3 and 30 have been 
amended. No new matter has been added. 

Support for the amendment may be found on page 11, lines 14 and 15. Claims 1,9, 
1.3 and 20 have been amended to more clearly describe the subject matter claimed as 
applicant's invention. The amendments were not made to overcome the reference cited 
and the substance of the originally filed claims has not been amended. The amendments 
made to the claims are not related to patentability and do not alter or limit the substance 
of the subject matter claimed. 

Claims 1 -22 stand rejected under USC 1 02(e) as being anticipated by Song (USP No. 
6,1 08,448). It is the examiner's position that Song discloses each and every element 
recited in the claims. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with, and explicitly traverses, the examiner's 
reason for rejecting the claims. 

Song, as read by applicant, teaches a method and system that supports the coding of 
interlaced frames through DCT and motion compensation, wherein different construction 
methods are applied based on select DCT domain coefficients and/or motion vector 
information to produce spatially reduced images without decompressing. With regard to 
Song's disclosure as shown in Figure 3, at step 350 a determination is made whether a 
frame (F) is an I frame or a P/B frame. In this determination, Song recites that the 
determination is made with regard to information stored in the frame header , (see col. 10, 
lines 4-1 5, which state, in part, "[tjhis video sequence has headers with descriptions of 
the type of frames contained in the data packets associated with the header. . . In step 320, 
header information is examined ... If there are more frames to process, the next frame is 
taken. . . . Step 350 tests if the current frame is [an] I frame, P frame or B frame. 
Information in the headers is provided to classify these frames this way." Thus, Song 
teaches that information stored in the headed classifies the type of frame and that this 
information is extracted and used to determine the type of frame to process. 
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A claim is anticipated only if each and every element recited therein is expressly or 
inherently described in a single prior art reference. 

With regard to independent claim 1, Song cannot be said to anticipate the present 
invention, because Song fails to disclose each and every element recited. More 
specifically, Song fails to disclose "performing a DC computation operation to determine 
an intra-dc-precision level from said decoded video data," or if said intra-dc-precision 
level is less than a first predetermined threshold , determining that said decompressed 
video data being processed corresponds to an infra-coded picture," as is recited in the 
claim. Rather, Song merely extracts information from a header and determines whether - 
the header information is associated with one type of frame or another. Song does not 
disclose performing any computation or of comparing a determined value to a first 
threshold to determine whether one type of frame or another is being processed. 

Having shown that Song fails to disclose each and every element claimed, applicant 
submits that the reason for the examiner's rejection of claim 1 has been overcome and can 
no longer be sustained. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration, withdrawal of 
the rejection and allowance of the claim. 

With regard to claims 2-7 these claims ultimately depend from independent claim 1, 
which has been shown to be allowable in view of the cited reference. Accordingly, th ese 
claims also allowable by virtue of their dependence from an allowable base claim. 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration, withdrawal of the rejection and 
allowance of the claim 

With regard to independent claim 13, this claim recites an apparatus for performing 
tile method steps recited in claim 1 . Accordingly, for the amendment made to claim 13 
and applicant's remarks made with regard to claim 1, which are applicable, and repeated, 
in response to the examiner's rejection of this claim 13, applicant submits that claim 13 is 
also patently distinct from the device disclosed by Song. 

Having distinguished applicant's invention of claim 13 from the reference cited, 
applicant submits that the basis for the examiner's rejection has been overcome and can 
no longer be sustained. Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection be withdrawn 
and claim 1 3 be allowed. 
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With regard to claims 14-19, these claims depend from independent claim 13, which 
has been shown to be allowable in view of the cited reference. Accordingly, claims 14- 
19 are also allowable by virtue of their dependence from an allowable base claim. 

Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection be withdrawn and the claims 
allowed. 

With regard to independent claim 9, this claim recites subject matter similar to that 
recited in claim 1 . Accordingly, for the amendments made to this claim and applicant's 
remarks made with regard to claim 1 , which are applicable, and repeated, in response to 
the examiner's rejection of this claim, applicant submits that claim 9 is also patently 
distinct from the device disclosed by Song. 

Having distinguished applicant's invention of claim 9 from the reference cited, 
applicant submits that the basis for the examiner's rejection can no longer be sustained. 
Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection be withdrawn and claim 9 be allowed. 

With regard to claims 10-12, these claims depend from independent claim 9, which 
has been shown to be allowable in view of the cited reference. Accordingly, claims 10- 
12 are also allowable by virtue of their dependence from an allowable base claim. 

Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection be withdrawn and the claims 
allowed. 

With regard to independent claim 20, this claim recites an apparatus for performing 
the method steps recited in claim 9. Accordingly, for the amendment made to claim 20, 
and applicant's remarks made with regard to claim 13, which are applicable, and repeated, 
in response to the examiner's rejection of this claim, applicant submits that claim 20 is 
also patently distinct from the device disclosed by Song. 

Having distinguished applicant's invention of claim 20 from the reference cited, 
applicant submits that the basis for the examiner's rejection has been overcome and can 
no longeT be sustained. Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection be withdrawn 
and claim 20 be allowed. 

With regard to claims 21-22, these claims depend from independent claim 20, which 
has been shown to be allowable in view of the cited reference. Accordingly, claims 21- 
22 are al so allowable by virtue of their dependence from an allowable base claim. 
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Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection be withdrawn and the claims 
allowed. 

For all the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that all the present claims 
are patentable in view of the cited reference. A Notice of Allowance is respectfully 
requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Russell Gross 
Registration No. 40,i 



Date: November 1 2, 2004 By: XSfeveCha 

Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 44,069 




Mail all correspondence to; 

Russell Gross, Registration No. 40,007 
US PHILIPS CORPORATION 
P.O. Box 3001 

Briarcliff Manor, NY 10510-8001 
Phone: (914) 333-9608 
Fax: (914) 332-0615 
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